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Complaint Mace on Investigation 





Marine Files Writ for Release 
William H. Weidman, a I-A-O drafted into the 


Marine Corps, has filed a writ of habeas corpus in 
United States District Court in Philadelphia petitioning 
for release from the Marines. Weidman is being held at 
the Philadelphia Naval Base waiting for court martial on 
a charge of desertion. The court has neither granted nor 
denied the writ as we go to press. Judge Thomas J. Clary 
heard oral argument on the petition October 28 and then 
asked that briefs be filed. Tom Masterson and John 


Carroll of Philadelphia are representing Weidman. 


For a short period of time in 1951 the Marines 
were taking draftees. Some I-A-O’s were assigned to 
them, including Weidman who was inducted in October 
of that year. The basic training given the I-A-O’s by the 
Marines was in accordance with the regulations. No 
weapons training was given. 


However, the Marines have no medical service nor 
any unit which is unarmed at all times to which they 
could assign I-A-O’s for duty in compliance with the 
draft law and regulations of the Department of Defense. 
The Navy supplies the Marines with medical service. 


The Marine Corps recognized their limitations for 
I-A-O’s and directed that I-A-O’s be given assignments 
“acceptable to the individual.” This was the only possi- 
ble legal alternative. 


After discovering that all units of the Marines were 
fighting units, Weidman sought either a discharge or 
transfer to the army or navy medics. Both requests were 
denied. While Weidman’s application for discharge was 
pending, the Marines attempted to find some duty accep- 
table to him and assigned him to such varied tasks as 
bookkeeping and tending bar. : 


During nine months of duty in the Marines Weid- 
man was exhausting his administrative remedies in an 
effort to get discharged. When the request for discharge 
was finally denied he went home on leave and never 
returned. After being A.W.O.L. for more than a year, 
during which he worked continuously for a firm in Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., he was arrested and charged with desertion. 


His attorneys argue that the Marines had no juris- 
diction over Weidman after he exhausted his adminis- 
trative remedies for relief, and it was evident that there 
was no duty in the Marine Corps acceptable to him. 

The court martial proceedings are being delayed 
pending the outcome of the petition for release. 





CCCO Checks Charges of 


FBI Irregularities 


The Central Committee for C.0.’s and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation have completed concurrent 
investigations into alleged FBI irregularities charged by 
a selective service registrant. The registrant sought 
I-A-O classification as an objector to combat duty who 
is willing to serve with the army medics. After receiving 
a I-A classification from his local board the objector 
appealed for I-A-O. The usual FBI investigation 
followed. 

In the course of this investigation two FBI agents 
visited the C.O. registrant who is a displaced person 
from Europe. The C.O. reported to CCCO that he felt 
the agents were attempting to get him to change his 
mind about C.O. status. He stated that the agents told 
him he would go to jaii or be kicked out of the country 
and that a foreigner could not be a C.O. 

Two other witnesses who were subsequently inter- 
viewed by the agents ‘also reported similar statements 
in addition to remarks that a Lutheran could not be a 
conscientious objector. 


FBI Clears FBI 

Lyle Tatum, CCCO executive secretary, reported 
these complaints to Attorney General Herbert Brownell 
and J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the Bureau of Investi- 
gation. Two FBI agents not involved in the original 
inquiries immediately reinterviewed the registrant and 
those other witnesses who attributed erroneous state- 
ments of law to the FBI agents. 

R. J. Abbaticchio, head of the Philadelphia office 
of the FBI, reported the results of this investigation to 
Tatum. Abbaticchio stated that the registrant, who had 
not changed his story, was a liar. The other witnesses 
had, according to Abbaticchio, either repudiated the 
statements given Tatum or had misunderstood just what 
the questions were or Tatum had misunderstood the 
answers. The FBI conclusion was that there were no 
irregularities in the original investigation. 

CCCO Seeks Facts 

After considering the conflict in testimony involved 
the CCCO executive committee asked the secretary to 
interview one of the main witnesses again. This witness 
was a wounded infantry veteran of World War II unre- 
lated to the registrant and not himself either a conscien 
tious objector or antagonistic to the registrant’s position. 

(Continued on page 3) 
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NEWS NOTES 





Niieitvee of C.0.’s Increasing? 


There are many unanswered questions about the 
number of C.O.’s at the present time, particularly as to 
whether or not the number is increasing or decreasing. 
Since the enactment of the Selective Service Act of 1948 
the statistical picture in relation to objectors has been 
confused. This confusion has resulted from frequent 
changes in the draft law or regulations which affect the 
number of men classified as objectors and therefore 
destroy any base which can be used for comparison 
purposes. 

A ‘iihiieaie study of the statistics available indi- 
cates that the number of objectors, at least of the I-O 
(civilian work) belief, is increasing. No statistics of any 
kind are available on I-A-O’s (noncombatants). 

If no additional major changes affecting classifica- 
tion are made, valid conclusions should be available in 
a few montlis. With the I-O work program under way 
for more than a year, classification statistics have been 
stablized since about last March 1. Since that time the 
ratio of I-O plus I-W (assigned C.0.’s) registrants to 
the total of draft age registrants has been steadily in- 
creasing. Some of this increase is due to the loss of 
student deferments during the summer, so no accurate 
conclusions can be made until statistics are available for 
next March 1. 

As of September 1, the latest figures released by 
Selective Service, one registrant out of each 740 is classi- 
fied either 1-0 or I-W. This is equivalent to .13% of 
the total draft-age registrants. 

Contrary to the usual pacifist opinion, this ratio indi- 
cates that the U. S. has a higher proportion of objectors 
than has England. In England .27% of the men regis- 
tered as C.O.’s at the latest registration covered in the 
annual report of the Central Board for C.0.’s, the English 
equivalent of CCCO. 

The English percentage includes absolutists, those 
willing to do civilian work, the I-A-O type objector, and 
a considerable number of men whose claims for C.O. 
status will not be sustained by the government. Exact 
statistics are available in England, because the regis- 
tration of men who claim C.O. status is carried out 
separately from the registration of other potential 
draftees. 

During World War II, Selective Service estimated 
that twice as many registrants went into I-A-O as did 
civilian work. If this ratio holds today that would add 
.26% to the I-O’s for a total of .39%. If objectors who 
fail to get recognition and those who are deferred in 
other classifications are added to compare with English 
figures the percent of registrants in this country who are 
C.0.’s would be at least - 2%. 

The agg of objectors is definitely growing in 
England. The .27% recently reported is higher than any 
other registration since 1943. The number of C.O.’s 
registering in England has steadily increased since a low 
point reached in 1946. 

Another indication of growth in numbers of C.O.’s 
is the number of civilian work assignments. Approxi- 
mately 4,000 men are on assigned jobs with the program 
active for only a little over one year and men being 
drafted only from ages 19 through 25. Yet it took 6% 
years throughout World War If to get 12,000 men into 
civilian work when at one time men were drafted through 








Selective Service officials frequently be- 
moan the fact that the number of registrants 
available for induction is greatly reduced by 
deferments. Parodies of “Ten Little Indians” 
based on this are apparently popular within 
the Selective Service System. A recent parody 
credited to the Texas State Headquarters and 
printed in the Selective Service monthly bulle-_ 
tin contained the following verse: 


“Eight little registrants 
Talking ‘bout heaven; 
One got conscientious, 
Then there were seven.” 




















D. of J. Must Review Appeals 


Judge Dal M. Lemmon has ruled that the Depart- 
ment of “Justice must make a recommendation in every 
appeal involving conscientious objector status irrespec- - 
tive of how the “appeal originates. Selective Service has 
been maintaining that the Department of Justice reviews 
C.O. status only in cases where the local board denies 
C.O. classification. In some cases the local board has 
granted C.O. classification, and the state office of Selec- 
tive Service appeals. In other cases J.W.’s have been 
given I-O status by the local board and appeal for IV-D, 
ministerial status, and receive a I-A on appeal. In such 
case Selective Service has ruled that the registrant is not 
entitled to a recommendation by the Department of 
Justice. Judge Lemmon has now ruled that in this in- 
stance Selective Service has misinterpreted the law. 

The ruling was reported in the case of U. S. vs. 
Frank (114 F. Supp. 949). Judge Lemmon acquitted 
Frank, a J.W., when it was brought out in court that 
Frank had been reclassified J-A by the California State 
Appeal Board without any recommendation from the 
Department of Justice on C.O. status. Frank had been 
classified I-O by his local board, and his appeal was 
for IV-D. 

The judge found that the omission of the recom- 
mendation was a denial of due process of. law. 





age 45, and deferments were harder to get. 

The lack of I-A-O statistics makes the actual situa- 
tion especially difficult to measure. It may be that we 
are only seeing the movement of the C.O. population to 
the “left” with fewer claims for I-A-O status and more 
requests for I-O with the total number of registrants 
involved being about the same. Certainly there has been 
a much stronger nonregistrant group since 1948 than 
there was during World War II. 

Court decisions forcing the Selective Service System 
to give registrants due process of law, largely ignored 
for C.0.’s by many local boards during the war, also 
cause C.O. statistics to be larger in the civilian work 
column with a decrease in the prison picture. Under the 
1940 draft law there was one C.O. in prison for each 
two in civilian work. 

These preliminary statistics may be misleading, and 
future classification statistics must be studied carefully 
before any final conclusions are made. 
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C.O. Assignees Attacked 


Two Mennonite conscientious objectors doing as- 
signed civilian work at Mont Alto Sanatorium, South 
Mountain, Pa., were recently attacked by three youths 
from the community. The C.O.’s were crossing the hospi- 
tal grounds at night when they were ambushed and 
beaten up. 

The objectors did not fight back. The C.O.’s report 
that the fact that the attack was so sudden and unex- 
pected had as much to do with the lack of resistance as 
did the Mennonite faith in nonresistance. 

Apparently the attack was instigated with consider- 
able influence from older persons in the community who 
are antagonistic toward objectors. Some of the young 
men of the South Mountain community have been irri- 
tated by C.0.’s having dates with the local girls. 

Sanatorium guards reported the attack to the local 
police who apprehended the youths responsible. 


Hart Gets Unique Sentence 


Robert J. Hart of Chicago has received the most 
unique C.O. sentence to date. November 6 Judge J. Sam 
Perry sentenced Hart to 48 hours per week in the Cook 
County Jail for five years. In addition to spending two 
days per week in jail Hart must pay $2.00 per day for 
each day of imprisonment. 

Hart was convicted of refusal to submit to induction 
following denial of his application for C.O. status. He is 
a member of the Methodist Church. 


The unusual sentence was imposed by Judge Perry 
to enable Hart to work during the week so he can con- 
tinue to support his mother. 

Hart has not yet started spending his weekends in 
jail. He continues free on bond pending decision on an 
appeal. 


Lyons Quotes CCCO 


Leonard Lyons quoted the November issue of 
NEWS NOTES in his nationally syndicated column, “The 
Lyons Den,” and thus gave CCCO some unexpected 
publicity. 

In a paragraph headed “Humility Dept.” Lyons 
stated, “The Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals has taken 
judicial notice of the quality of humility. The case in 
question, Annett vs. U. S., is reported in the News Notes 
of the Central Committee for Conscientious Objectors. 
The Department of Justice had insisted that Annett did 
not have ‘that humility ...’ ”, and he went on to quote 
those parts of the decision having to do with humility 
that NEWS NOTES quoted in the November issue. 

The column was carried by the New York Post for 
November 6 and numerous other papers. 

The remarks of the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals 
on humility reported by CCCO were called to the atten- 
tion of Leonard Lyons by a NEWS NOTES reader with 
a request that the source be credited if quoted. 

CCCO admits having missed the value of this deci- 
sion to the entertainment world. It was reported in 
NEWS NOTES strictly as selective service law. 





CCCO CHECKS CHARGES 


_ (Continued from page 1) 


As a result of the second interview this witness 
subsequently mailed CCCO a signed statement substanti- 
ating the original alleged charges of erroneous state- 
ments of law by the FBI agents. He also offered to meet 
in his home with representatives of the FBI and CCCO 
so that all interested parties could discuss the matter 
together and compare statements. 


FBI Declines Invitation 


Tatum sent a copy of the signed statement to Hoover 
and Abbaticchio. In a covering letter to Hoover he 
stated, “As far as this committee is concerned this mat- 
ter can rest here with the substantial evidence indicating 
that our complaint was not spurious. Certainly nobody 
would maintain that the FBI can function without com- 
mitting an occasional error.” 

The FBI was unwilling either to let the matter drop 
at that or to accept the invitation of the main witness for 
all parties to discuss the matter together. A second 
investigation of the original investigation and CCCO’s 
two investigations was launched by the FBI. 

H. H. Clegg, Assistant Director of the FBI, came 
up from Washington to Philadelphia to discuss with 
Tatum the results of the final investigation. Abbaticchio 
accompanied Clegg, and at the request of CCCO Robert 
Lyon of the American Friends Service Committee also 
sat in on the discussion. 

Clegg reported that the primary witness was now 
rather confused as to just who had said what. It seemed 
to Clegg that the witness was a “good fellow” who wanted 
to help everyone—the FBI, the registrant, and CCCO. 
Although not every statement adverse to the FBI was 
flatly contradicted by the witness in the last interview, 
it was reportedly apparent to Clegg that there were no 
irregularities involved. 

Tatum pointed out that he had submitted all results 
and signed statements obtained by him to the FBI. He 
suggested that because of the forthright statements 
given him by the witnesses it was hardly logical to expect 
him to change his mind without even secing the report- 
edly contradictory statements obtained by the FBI. 
Tatum’s request to see the FBI statements’ was denied. 

CCCO did not charge at any time that any malicious- 
ness was intended by the FBI agents who were alleged 
to have committed the irregularities. No reprimand of 
the agents involved was sought. The only request made 
by CCCO was that steps be taken to assure that such 
irregularities not be committed in the future. 


“In this country, if someone dislikes you or accuses 
you, he must come up in front. He cannot hide behind 
the shadows, he cannot assassinate you or your charac- 
ter from behind without suffering the penalties an out- 
raged citizenry will inflict. 

“|. . If we are going to continue to be proud that 
we are Americans there must be no weakening of the 
codes by which we have lived. By the right to meet your 
accuser face to face...” 

President Eisenhower in address to Bnai B'rith 
Anti-Defamation League in Washington November 23, 
as reported by the New York Times. 
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Tatum sent‘a copy of the signed statement to Hoover 
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stated, “As far as this committee is concerned this mat- 
ter can rest here with the substantial evidence indicating 
that our complaint was not spurious. Certainly nobody 
would maintain that the FBI can function without com- 
mitting an occasional error.” 

The FBI was unwilling either to let the matter drop 
at that or to accept the invitation of the main witness for 
all parties to discuss the matter together. A second 
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him to change his mind without even secing the report- 
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